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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



2. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Line 3 of claim 6 includes the limitation "a crypto 
module for handling cryptographic functions." MPEP 2181 II states in part: 



"35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph states that a claim limitation 
expressed in means-plus-function language "shall be 
construed to cover the corresponding structure... described 
in the specification and equivalents thereof." "If one employs 
means plus function language in a claim, one must set forth 
in the specification an adequate disclosure showing what is 
meant by that language. If an applicant fails to set forth an 
adequate disclosure, the applicant has in effect failed to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the invention as 
required by the second paragraph of section 112." In re 
Donaldson Co., 16 F.3d 1189, 1195, 29 USPQ2d 1845, 
1850 (Fed.Cir. 1994) (in banc)." 



MPEP 2181 III (B) states: 

"If the corresponding structure, material or acts are 
described in the specification in broad generic terms and the 
specific details of which are incorporated by reference to 
another document (e.g., attachment means disclosed in U.S. 
Patent No. X, which is hereby incorporated by reference, or 
a comparator as disclosed in the IBM article, which is hereby 
incorporated by reference). Office personnel must review the 
description in the specification, without relying on any 
material from the incorporated document, and apply the " 
one skilled in the art" analysis to determine whether one 
skilled in the art could identify the corresponding structure 
(or material or acts) for performing the recited function to 
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satisfy tlie definiteness requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph. See Default Proof Credit Card System, 
Inc. V. Home Depot U.S.A., Inc., 412 F.3d 1291, 75 USPQ2d 
1116 (Fed. Cir. 2005) ("Tine inquiry under [35 U.S.C. ] § 
112, II 2, does not turn on wlietlier a patentee lias 
incorporated by reference ' material into the specification 
relating to structure, but instead asks first whether structure 
is described in the specification, and, if so, whether one 
skilled in the art would identify the structure from that 
description ' ")." 



Examiner has reviewed the disclosure of the invention for disclosure related to 
the structure of the claimed crypto module. The specification includes generic 
descriptions of function performed by the crypto module, but does not provide a 
description of the structure or algorithms utilized to perform the functions. Therefore 
applicant has not particularly pointed out nor distinctly claimed the subject matter which 
is considered to be the invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Yeager 
et al. (US 2003/0070070 A1 ) hereinafter "Yeager". 
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Regarding claim 6, Yeager discloses a circuit arrangement (Fig. 2b, Peer 
200B) for securing communication between network subscribers within a peer-to-peer 
network (Fig. 2B, peer group 210A), comprising: 

a crypto module for handling cryptographic functions (Para [0106]-[0108]); 

a network module (Fig. 3, Para [0058]) for communication with a further network 
subscriber (i.e. Fig. 2B, Peer 200D) and a server (i.e. Para [0062], "client-server 
systems" and "Certificate Authority") that is not within to the peer-to-peer network 
(Para [0057] -[0062], Para [0020], lines 1-4; Para [0114]-[0115], Certificate 
Authority); 

a first memory module comprising a plurality of memory sub-modules that store 
association features relating to a first network subscriber (e.g. codat 500, Fig. 4; Fig. 
5A; Para [0066]-[0072]); and 

a second memory module comprising memory sub-modules for buffering a 
certificate of the further network subscriber (Figs. 10A & 108, Para [0125]-[0126]), 

wherein the certificate of the further network subscriber is requested by another 
other network subscriber (Para [0109]-[0116], [0122]-[1024]). 

Regarding claim 7, Yeager teaches the circuit arrangement as claimed in claim 
6, wherein the arrangement is disposed in the first network subscriber (Fig. 3, Para 
[0057], lines 1-4; Fig. 4; Fig. 5A; Para [0066]-[0072]). 

Regarding claim 8, Yeager discloses the circuit arrangement as claimed in 
claim 6, wherein the server produces the certificate that is stored in the second memory 
module (Para [0113]-[0115], Certificate Authority). 
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Regarding claim 9, Yeager teaches the circuit arrangement as claimed in claim 
8, wherein the arrangement is disposed in the first network subscriber (Fig. 3, Para 
[0057], lines 1-4; Fig. 4; Fig. 5A; Para [0066]-[0072]). 

Regarding claim 10, Yeager teaches a method for securing communication 
between network subscribers within a peer-to-peer network, comprising: 

providing cryptographic functions via a crypto module, the functions selected 
from the group consisting of generating a signature, authenticity check of a signature, 
validity check of a certificate, encrypting a confidential message to be sent, decrypting a 
received message (Para [0106]-[0108], [0120]); 

communicating via a network module (Fig. 3, Para [0058]) with a further network 
subscriber (i.e. Fig. 2B, Peer 200D) and with a server (i.e. Para [0062], "client-server 
systems" and "Certificate Authority") that is not within to the peer-to-peer network 
(Para [0057] -[0062], Para [0020], lines 1-4; Para [0114]-[0115], Certificate 
Authority); 

storing association features relating to a first network subscriber in a first memory 
module (e.g. codat 500, Fig. 4; Fig. 5A; Para [0066]-[0072]); 

storing a certificate of the further network subscriber in a second memory module 
(Figs. 10A & 10B, Para [0125]-[0126]); and 

receiving a request by the further network subscriber for the certificate of the 
further network subscriber (Para [0109]-[0116], [0122]-[1024]). 
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Regarding claim 11, Yeager teaches the method as claimed in claim 10, further 
comprises receiving the certificate of the further network subscriber from the server prior 
to the storing of the certificate (Para [0113]-[0115], Certificate Authority). 

Regarding claim 12, Yeager discloses the method as claimed in claim 11, 
wherein the certificate of the further network subscriber is created via the server (Para 
[0113]-[01151, Certificate Authority). 



Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Huitema et al. (US 2003/0056093 A1) substantially discloses methods of forming 
and joining peer to peer groups. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joey Bednash whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7500. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Joey Bednash/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2461 
/Huy D Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2461 



